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Introduction 
 
The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) encouraged the public to comment on 
the removal of three facilities in the 100-K Area of the Hanford Site from the Air Operating 
Permit (AOP) during a public comment period held July 17 through August 18, 2006. 
 
The emissions from these buildings will no longer be regulated by the AOP. The permit 
modification will remove requirements for monitoring and control of radioactive and criteria air 
pollutant emissions at the 1706-K, 142-K, and 1724-K Buildings by the AOP. Instead, the air 
emissions will be regulated by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) in the new 105KE and 105KW Area removal action work plan. The 
work plan involves decontaminating and decommissioning the buildings, their stacks, and related 
facilities. 
 
The following responsiveness summary addresses public comments received during the public 
comment period. Ecology received comments from three commenters on the proposed permit 
change. The comments focused on the following issues: 

• Continuation of monitoring and emission control during facility removal. 
• Transition of facilities from operating status out of the AOP. 
• Financial effects of facility removal from the AOP. 

 
 
Responsiveness Summary 
 
Commenter #1: 
Monitoring the air from your 3 buildings is still critical. The shift in custodianship I understand 
will go be regulated under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA). 
 
Where as water contamination route is fairly direct (river/ocean) other than the ingestion by 
humans & mammals of fish and other hot organisms in the water, the pollution emitted into the 
ambient air potentially can encompasses the entire planet (air/ocean). For this reason it is good 
that the monitoring will continue. 
 
Ecology’s Response: 
Ecology Agrees. We take your comment submittal as supportive of the action described in this 
comment period. 
 
 
 
 
Commenter #2: 
I'm the ECO at K Basins for Fluor Hanford and the below does not necessarly [sic] reflect the 
opinions of DOE-RL. Received via a forwarded email the below notice. Can you please explain 
how this significant modification to the AOP came about? 
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Right now the Cold Vacuum Drying Facility (CVDF) is in a standby status for treating the 
remaining spent nuclear fuel that will be removed from the 105-KW Basin. That removal activity 
is under the K Basins CERCLA ROD, however the treatment of that fuel in CVDF is not under 
CERCLA. (Larry Gadbois is the EPA project manager) CVDF has both rad and toxic air permits. 
Removing CVDF from the AOP prior to it's mission of treating spent nuclear fuel being 
complete will impact the completion of K Basin interim remedial action dealing with removing 
spent nuclear fuel from the basins and associated TPA milestones. 
  
The 1706KE Facility and 1724K Maintenance Shop are also in an operating status. 
 
Ecology’s Response: 
Ecology offers the following explanation. 
 
Thank you for your interest and request for clarification as to whether permits would be 
withdrawn prior to facility mission completion. The proposed action would only remove these 
facility permits from the Air Operating Permit: 

• Following cessation of permitted process operations. 
• Following completion of CERCLA documentation establishing the ARARs. 
• Following establishment of monitoring systems defined by the CERCLA documentation 

(e.g. Removal Action Work Plan and Air Monitoring Plan). 
• Following notice from DOE that each of these conditions has been met. 

  
It is understandable that the focus sheet you reviewed did not clearly delineate each of these 
anticipated conditions, as there is no presently defined regulatory approach for such removals 
from Air Operating Permits. Ecology recently (July 10 - August 11) placed the renewal of the 
Hanford Air Operating Permit in public review. The renewal contains descriptions of these 
procedural steps in its Statement of Basis in order to help ensure clear public understanding of 
the protections being afforded to the public in these facility closure and removal actions. 
 
 
 
 
Commenter #3: 

• Does this Permit modification have an identification to differentiate it from other permit 
modifications? It’s hard to keep track. 

• I assume a “Permit” has financial budgetary impacts. Are they contractual in nature? 
Does consideration have to be given or asked by the party making or agreeing to the 
modification? 

• It is hard, from the enclosed {public comment period notice}, to tell who is requesting the 
modification, why it is being requested, and the fiscal effect (on whom) if it is granted. 
Please explain. 

 
Ecology’s Response: 
Ecology offers the following explanation. 
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• The Hanford Air Operating Permit, No. 00-05-06, is one of approximately 130 active Air 
Operating Permits in Washington. Although the notice for this public comment period is 
assigned Publication number 06-05-009, individual permit modifications are not uniquely 
numbered but described by title. This permit modification is titled “Hanford Site Air 
Operating Permit Modification, Remove three 100-K Area facilities of the Hanford Site.” 
This title was chosen to uniquely identify the subject permit and the scope of the 
modification. 

 
• Air Operating Permits (AOPs) are required of some facilities by regulation in WAC 173-

401. This body of regulation establishes fees for permit administration, development, and 
oversight. Fees are assessed upon the permitted facilities sufficient to cover 
administration, development, and oversight by Ecology and authorized local authorities. 
Fee determinations are subject to public participation, but are not contractual.  

 
Modifications to AOPs are generally at the request of the permittee. As such, 
consideration and agreement to modifications is usually mutual. However, an air 
authority my revoke a permit or change provisions of permits upon a finding of cause. If 
the permittee disagrees with a permit revocation or change effected by an air authority, 
they may apply for injunctive relief to the Pollution Control Hearing Board. 

 
• In this action, the United States Department of Energy (USDOE) has proposed the 

deactivation, decontamination, decommissioning, and demolition (D4) of a number of 
facilities which had been established to support the production and handling of irradiated 
nuclear fuel and waste products.  

 
Within the Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the 105-KE and 105-KW Reactor 
Facilities and Ancillary Facilities, the USDOE has requested that specific air pollution 
sources within the scope of their D4 activities be withdrawn from the Hanford AOP.  

 
Withdrawal of these facilities from the AOP is being requested because USDOE intends 
to demolish them. The sources would no longer be operating air pollutant sources and 
should not be subject to monitoring and reporting requirements of operating sources (i.e. 
how does one monitor a stack if no stack exists?). 

 
Ecology agrees that the fiscal effect of approval of the modification to remove these units 
from the AOP is not exactly specified. Fees upon AOP sources are assessed state-wide in 
proportion to the complexity of the sources and the costs incurred by Ecology and local 
air authorities in permit administration, development, and oversight. Following facility 
removal from an AOP, it is reasonable to expect that program costs in administration and 
oversight will be reduced and fees assessed to all AOP sources will incrementally 
decrease. 
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Summary of Public Involvement Actions 
 
No workshops or hearings were held for this comment period. A focus sheet was mailed 
to approximately 900 highly interested members of the public. An email to the Hanford 
Listserv announced the comment period and directed members of the public to the 
Ecology website, www.ecy.wa.gov/nwp/programs/commentperiods.htm, for more 
information. Notice of the comment period was placed in the Ecology events calendar 
and on the State Permit Register. A public announcement classified advertisement was 
placed in the Tri-City Herald on the Sunday before the comment period started. The 
public information repositories received: 

• Focus Sheet. 
• Cover Letter. 
• Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the 105KE and 105KW Reactor 

Facilities and Ancillary Facilities. 
• Copies of radioactive emissions licenses for Buildings1706-K and 142-K. 
• A copy of the 1724-K Building criteria air pollutant approval. 

 
 
Attachments 
 
Comment letters 
Public Announcement Classified Ad 
Focus Sheet 
Final Letter of Decision 
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Comments 
Hanford Site Air Operating Permit: Remove three 100-K Area facilities on the Hanford Site from the Air Operating Permit 

# Date Source Comment 
1 Mon 

7/17/2006 
4:01 PM 

Email: 
Tim Carson, 
naturalair@earthlink.net
509.466.2276 
 

Monitoring the air from your 3 buildings is still critical.  The shift in custodianship I understand 
will go be regulated under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA). 
 
Where as water contamination route is fairly direct (river/ocean) other than the ingestion by 
humans & mammals of fish and other hot organisms in the water, the pollution emitted into the 
ambient air potentially can encompasses the entire planet (air/ocean). For this reason it is good 
that the monitoring will continue. 

2 Wed 
7/19/2006 
8:47 AM 

Email: 
Watson, David J (Dave),  
David_J_Dave_Watson@RL.gov, 
(509) 373-3250 

I'm the ECO at K Basins for Fluor Hanford and the below does not necessarly reflect the opinions 
of DOE-RL.  Received via a forwarded email the below notice.  Can you please explain how 
this significant modification to the AOP came about? 
  
Right now the Cold Vacuum Drying Facility (CVDF) is in a standby status for treating the 
remaining spent nuclear fuel that will be removed from the 105-KW Basin.  That removal activity 
is under the K Basins CERCLA ROD, however the treatment of that fuel in CVDF is not under 
CERCLA.  (Larry Gadbois is the EPA project manager)  CVDF has both rad and toxic air 
permits.  Removing CVDF from the AOP prior to it's mission of treating spent nuclear fuel being 
complete will impact the completion of K Basin interim remedial action dealing with removing 
spent nuclear fuel from the basins and associated TPA milestones. 
  
The 1706KE Facility and 1724K Maintenance Shop are also in an operating status. 

3 
 
 
4 
 
 
5 

Wed 8/2/06 Letter: 
Mr. Allan Panitch; P.O. Box 
99387; Seattle, WA  98199-0387 

Does this Permit modification have an identification to differentiate it from other permit 
modifications?  It’s hard to keep track. 
 
I assume a “Permit” has financial budgetary impacts.  Are they contractual in nature?  Does 
consideration have to be given or asked by the party making or agreeing to the modification? 
 
It is hard, from the enclosed {public comment period notice}, to tell who is requesting the 
modification, why it is being requested, and the fiscal effect (on whom) if it is granted.  Please 
explain. 
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Classified Legal Advertisement 
Placed in Tri-City Herald on Sunday, July 16 

 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 
Hanford Site Air Operating Permit 

 
July 17 through August 18, 2006 
 
The Washington State Department of Ecology seeks your input on a significant 
modification to the Hanford Site Air Operating Permit (AOP). These changes will 
remove three 100-K Area facilities of the Hanford Site from the AOP, therefore the AOP 
will no longer regulate the emissions from the facilities. The facilities to be removed 
from the AOP are the 1706-KE Radiological Counting Laboratory, the 1724-K 
Maintenance Shop, and the 142-K Cold Vacuum Drying Facility. As the building 
operations end, they will undergo deactivation, decontamination, decommissioning, and 
demolition. The emissions will be regulated under the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). 
 
Ecology will submit a draft permit modification for public comment. The permit holder is 
the U.S. Department of Energy - Richland Operations Office, PO Box 550, Richland, 
WA 99352. The public comment period will run from July 17 through August 18, 2006. 
 
Copies of the affected portions of the AOP and supporting CERCLA approval documents 
are available for review by appointment, 509-372-7920, at the Department of Ecology 
Richland Office Library, 3100 Port of Benton Blvd., Richland, WA. The documents and 
additional viewing locations will be available at 
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp/commentperiods.htm during the comment period. 
 
Contact Doug Hendrickson to make a comment or to receive more information. Please 
submit all comments in writing.  
        3100 Port of Benton Blvd. 
        Richland, WA 99354 
        509-372-7971 fax 
        dohe461@ecy.wa.gov  
 
All comments received during the public comment period will be considered and 
responded to in a responsiveness summary.  

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp/commentperiods.htm
mailto:dohe461@ecy.wa.gov













